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This is the third East Midlands Anarchist Bulletin. The 
next Bulletin No.4., will be produced by Leicester 
Anarchists. We still need your news, articles, ads, and 
opinions. Without news from YOU, WE would have little 
to write about, so get out those pens and weite! tems 
for the next Bulletin should be sent to Leicester 
Anarchists (EMAB) c/o 70 High Street, Leicester LEI 


oYP. 








News from 
Loughborough 


The first issue of a new monthly Community, Left- 
Libertarian paper has just hit the streets in 
Loughborough. Called ‘Spark’ the paper aims to be 
topical and polemical. The Spark Collective envisage 
the development of an alliance of grass-roots and 
counter-cultural groups organising to challenge social 
apathy, racism, injustice and established hierarchies. 
The first pilot issue features articles on Environmental, 
Women, Homelessness, Opposition to Hunting, “Back 
to Basics’ amongst others. News and articles for the 
Spark should be sent to: The Spark c/o The Fennel 
Street Book Attic, 21a Fennel Street, Loughborough 
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Notes for an 
Anarchist Economics 


While anarchists generally oppose the creation of 
‘blueprints’, | believe we do not use our imaginative 
powers enough to sketch the possible ways our 
political, economic and social ideas might develop in 
practice. The syndicalist movement in 1930s Spain, 
and the individualist anarchists in 1890s America, 
were not so slow in coming forward with their 
interpretation of anarchist ideas. 


An approach to anarchist economics involves the 


resolution of important questions. 


* Do we adopt central planning and ‘communism’ as 
the basis for exchange and distribution? 


* Do we retain the use of currency for the purposes 
of reward, exchange and distribution? 


* What would an anarchist economy be like? 


| do not propose to comment at length on the first of 
these questions, since | believe that despite the 
advent of ‘computer networks’, ‘silicon chips’, 
‘automation’, etc., the exchanges and multitudinous 
transactions involved in modern society and its 
economy are far too complex for effective central 
control and co-ordination. The USSR did function for 
nearly seventy years with a centrally planned 
economy, but they were not happy years for its 
citizens. There was great suffering, famine, 
shortages, horrendous accidents and extensive 
pollution to the detriment of population and nature, 
all this in addition to the severe political repression 


in that society. 


John Griffin's pamphlet, A Structured Anarchism, 
makes a good case for the retention of currency in 
an anarchist society as a medium of exchange and 
distribution. The use of currency pre-dates both the 
state and capitalism, and is widely used and 
understood. We should be seeking to redress its 
misuse, not to challenge its existence. 


In response _to the third question, one possible vision 


of an anarchist economy is a ‘mixed’ economy. This 
might comprise the following: 


* Worker  collectives/co-operatives, with the 
members owning and operating these enterprises. 
These might take over and operate inost large scale 
enterprises in the current productive and service 
sectors. The workforce would continue to receive 
‘wages’ as payment, though ‘differentials’ might: be 
reduced or absent. 


* A significant self employed sector, with soillionus 
as today, working for theinselves providing a wide 
range of goods and services. 


* The continued existence of a private sector. If 
people wished to continue as wage labour for 
private contractors, we have no right to stop them. 


* Community banks/credit unions to make funds 
available to collectives, co operatives, the self 
employed and community initiatives at low rates of 
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interest. These to be community owned and run. 


* A national network of ‘Local Exchange Trading 
Schemes’ to enable local and community based 
activity to expand and flourish, 


* A general redistribution of agricultural land to 
recreate sinall sized tanning units. A recreation of 
an independent peasantry, no less. 

* Voluntary work/inutual aid would continue on a 
wide basis within society. Millions of people are 
involved in current voluntary sporting, social, 
community work within contemporary society. Why 
should this not continue ? 


* A national redistribution agency, receiving 
voluntary taxation from the economically active to 
fund non-productive essential services and also 
‘capital’ projects. This could be accountable on a 
delegate basis to the society as a whole. it would 
also enable richer regions and individuals to aid the 


economics of poorer regions. 


* ‘Ownership’ and ‘property’ rights of land, houses, 
productive capacity to be based on occupancy and 
use. 


* Within such economy there could be a wide 
variety of products, services, hours worked. Perhaps 
also differences in remuneration. After all, peoples 
wants, desires and needs do vary. 


There are many other possible additions to this list 
and | invite ideas from interested readers. IPS 
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RED RAMBLES 


Red Rambles is an informal group of Socialists, 
Greens, \ibertarians and Anarchists who meet at 





locations in and near the Peak District for a 
Walk/Talk vach month. There is no formal 
membership and walks are free, Walkers are 


reminded of the need to wear suitable waterproof 


clothing aud strong footwear, 


Sunday 8th May 
Cycle ‘ramble on the bissmgton Irail. Meet 10.00am 


at Ashbourne end of lissinqton Trail. Cyclos can be 


hired at this pote 


Sunday Ddth June 

Circular walk around Upper Padley. Meet at 11,00am 
for Hosam start at Upper padley railway station cafe 
(off the BOS2@t. Walk quide Malcolm Bennett. Length 


Himes approx. 


Enquiries (07/3) B27513 

















PRODUCTION FOR 
SOCIAL NEED: NOT 
PRIVATE GREED 


In the second of our ‘Post Market’ forces series we 
take a look at how we might organise research and 
development differently than is currently carried out. 
Economic wisdom dictates that social progress in 
Britain - and elsewhere - can best be achieved by 
stimulating growth through investment in advance 
technology. Technology is widely perceived = as 
‘autonomous , developing almost under its own 
momentum, with any problems that emerge having to 
be dealt with post hoc, as side effects. The reality ts 
very different. Choices are imade but on eCONOINIC 
grounds, rather than social or environinental 
assessments. 


SOCIALLY USEFUL PRODUCTION. 


Fortunately, we have alternatives, and some which 
predate the current welfare state. Rather than look at 
the historical links in the co-operative movement, 
more recent examples of modern day workers co- 
operatives will better serve us in ‘sign posting’ the 
opportunities offered in a co-operative society. 
Probably, the most visable, and most memorable 
recent example of workers co-operation, was the 
Lucas Aerospace campaign, throughout the mid 70s, 


aa 


bre hatha! 


for socially useful production. The campaign resuited in 
such people ‘friendly inventions as the Road Rail Bus 
and portable kidney inachines. The Lucas campaign 
directly threatened the whole notion of ‘Capitals’ right 
to dictate production and manufacturing needs, 
creating a division between consumer and supplier. 
They went beyond the conservative demand of the 
right to work, to demanding that the needs of the 
community, in which the factory is placed, are more 
important, than the needs of capital to accumulate 
profits. In other words the worker's skills and the 
machinery can and should be used to promote 
opportunities for all members of society regardless of 
physical or financial resources. 


GREATER LONDON COUNCIL 


Many of the Lucas worker's approaches — to 
manufacturing were repeated in ‘80s by the 
Greater London Council (GLC) throughout its Local 
lechnology Networks (EEN). The LINs were created to 


the 


house under one roof selentists, technolgists and 
design stall. These shop front: premises encouraged 
the local communities to utilise the knowledge and 


skills of the people working in them. 
LOCAL AUTHORITY INTERVENTION. 


Some idea of the scope of joint work between 
community groups and the local authority can be 
guaged by the following example: GLEB (Greater 
London Enterprise Board) could if necessary, help by 
providing financial resources (from £20 million to £30 
million pounds per annum provided by the rates) to 
launch new ideas - and the Networks had extensive 
links with local polytechnics which could provide the 
necessary technological advice and resources. For 
GLEB, this was part of a larger programme of 
economic intervention designed to create sustainable 
jobs and strengthen the local economic base. 


TECHNOLOGICAL NETWORKS 


Anyone, therefore who needed help and advice, simply 
alked into the Tech-Net premises and was given the 





appropriate advice. This approach brought about a 
number of distinct advantages to local communities: - 
1.) a known place to seek help and advice 

2.) common solutions to common problems 

3.) a place where local inventors could test out their 
ideas. 

4.) following on from 3 perhaps financial assistance 
and technical support to bring about the 

realisation of their ideas. 

5.) local enterprises and co-operatives to serve 
identified need in the community. 


NEW PRODUCTS 


New products that have emerged from this process so 
far, have included the Pedelic Flectric Bike, a wind 
turbine for lacal power generation and a whole series 
of devices and monitoring systerns designed to help 
improve the efficient use of energy. Sadly the GLC and 
its pioneering work has vanished under Tory law 
designed to curb all local initiatives and accountability. 
No is the time to reassert our views that local 
enterprises and co-operatives co in fact provide the 
jobs and services which not only sustain the local 
economy, but guarantee quality and strengthen local 
solidarity. 


MUTUAL AID 


One local example of such an initiative and expressing 
the very best in mutual aid is Leicester City Council. 
Utilising locally gathered funds (council taxes) the city 
authorities have sponsored a policy to combat fuel 
poverty. In the words of its coordinator “Leicester City 
Council is in the process of developing a fuel poverty 
strategy aimed at mitigating the consequences of VAT 
charges for people on low income. Its aim is to ensure 
that acceptable levels of heat power are available to 
all regardless of income and to minimise the impact of 
increased fuel costs for low income families”. (Trish 
McCue) 

We can imagine a GLEB type organisation coordinating 
the city council with De Montfort and Leicester 
University Tenants’ Groups, Womens Groups, 
Community Associations and those working with 
people with disabilities. Working towards not merely 
the worst excesses of poverty but its equally evil twin, 
powerlessness. Throught the imaginitive uses of 
technology and community accountability, people can 
at last make a start in dismantling the chains of utter 
dependance imposed upon them by profit oriented 
services. Given the immense scope of co-operative 
forms available to communities, we can well imagine 
corner shop creches, food co-ops, and of course local 
energy co-ops based on wind, solar or district heating 
schemes. Say goodbye to all those enterprises only 
interested in our money. We know our hard earned 
cash can do better than just lining the pockets of rich 
people who may not even live in the district. 


M.H. 





FREE ENERGY? 


Scientists for many years have worked on the theory 
that it is possible to generate free energy. Now that 
possibility seems a practical reality. It appears that a 
NASA company developed a free 
energy the: 
commercially. [he designer Scott Mckenzte ol Seattle 
says that the shoe box size device will be available 
very shortly and will produce enough power to supply 
all domestic needs for the home without running costs 
or pollution. A similar device will also be able to 
power vehicies. 


supported has 


device to pomt of making it available 





Most of this information is kept suppressed from the 
public. The implications of free energy would 
drastically change world economics, something most 
governments and multi-nationals would not relish. 
However, an organisation called ‘Orbis are holding 
lectures on this subject throughout the U.K. and hope 
to team up with the American producers to 
demonstrate the device. 

‘Orbis’ will be appearing at Derby University on May 
{th, at 7.00pm with the latest news on this free 
energy device. Tickets can be obtained by ringing 
0283 515507. Steve Collier 


Waiting for the 
Millennium? 


It is safe to say that there are as many interpretations 
of ‘Anarchism’ as there are Anarchists. However, 
there is one distinction, one definition, which has 
immediate influence on the type and level of practical 
activity carried on. This distinction is between, on the 
one hand, the ‘Revolutionaries’, ie those who believe 
in a ‘Revolution’, a once and for all struggle during 
which Capitalism and the State are overthrown, and on 
the other hand, the ‘Gradualists’ those who believe 
that there is no likelihood of a ‘Revolution’ in the 
forseeable future, and who work instead to develop 
Libertarian and Anarchist alternatives within the 
present society, to build the framework of the future 
society within the body of the old. There are those 
who criticise this approach claiming it is ‘reformist, 
did n't work when previously tried etc. However, these 
critisisms are unjustified. If people in general are to be 
convinced of the validity of Anarchist ideas, not just 
our negative critique of the State and Capitalism, but 
also of our various visions of how society could be, 
then they will wish to see concrete evidence of the 
success of our ideas in action. So, even if for some 
Anarchists this is stating the obvious, setting up co- 
ops is O.K., whether they be for purposes of Work, 
Housing, Consumption ete. Living different lifestyles is 
O.K., Squatting, Travelling, establishing ‘Centres, such 
as the 1 in 12Club Bradford, are all positive worthwhile 
activities. Even if you believe in Revolution, they 
provide a base where you can meet like-minded 
people. The F.A.1. in Spain during the 19203 and 1930s, 
was involved in a vicious class struggle with hundreds 
of Strikes, several insurrections, assassinations of FAI 
& CNT members by the bosses and fascists, despite all 
this, they declared at the Valencia Conference in 1927, 
In the second session ...'There exist various single- 
issue movements, such as vegetarian, esperantist etc. 
Should such groups be part of the Anarchist 
movement? it was agreed to accept such groups, 
recognizing that those who had such special interests 
are above all anarchists’...and later in the third 
session.../tem 2: Co-operatives. a.) Position on the 
cooperative movement. b.) Should an organization of 
consumer cooperatives, cooperative workshops or 
agricultural colonies be accepted in an organization of 
Anarchist groups as part of the movement? ft is 
agreed not to oppose attempts at cooperative 
organization that are good, autonomous, not isolated, 
and not dominated by other movements’...(From 


Anarchist Organisation: The History of the FAI page 
109/110). If such a ‘Revolutionary movement can see 
the worth of such projects, in the midst of such 
difficult times, why shouldn't we? Around the country 
thousands of Anarchist and Libertarians are involved 
in projects of this type, they deserve our moral and 
practical support. 


Jonathan Simcock 





Send your articles & 
letters for the next issue 





to Leicester Anarchists (EMAB) 
c/o 70 High Street, Leicester 
LEI SYP. 
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